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lands. He has been portrayed as a man of humanitarian
ideas deeply imbued with the notions of the eighteenth-
century philosophers, whereas he was in reality a man
of harsh and violent nature who recoiled from no deed
however grim and bloody. Yet, for all his violence he
was, there is no denying it, tender and affectionate in his
private relationships and, in his public life, capable of
kindly and charitable actions. In his general character,
which without doubt bespoke the man of genius, there
was, side by side with the quality that revealed the ob-
server and the dreamer, a truculent llanero like Boves or
Paez, a legislator often profound in his insight and a
penetrating student of human nature.
To-day we are beginning to realise that the Colombian
dictator was above all things a positivist, a realist. He
wrote some trenchant things about codes 'drawn up by
gentle visionaries who, dreaming of republics away up
in the clouds, have sought to attain to political perfection
by taking it for granted that human nature is indefinitely
perfectible5. Despite his republican utterances, he was
an uncompromising opponent of democracy, which he
defined as ca state of things so incapable of resistance that
the slightest difficulty is enough to throw it into confusion
and bring it to naught'.
It would be possible to extract from his recorded say-
ings the sternest possible indictment of parliamentary
government:
gUnlimited freedom, absolute democracy, are reefs
upon which all the republics have come to grief.
clt must never be forgotten that the excellence of a
government consists, not in its theoretic perfection^ but
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